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Erratum

The Editor regrets a printing error discovered following publication of the article by O.J.
Rggeberg, S. Andresen, and B. Holtsmark, International Climate Treaties: The Case for Pes-
simism, 1 Climate Law 177-197 (2010). The leftmost diagram in Figure 1 on page 181, showing
global CO, emissions, is incorrect. The correct version is shown below.
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Fig. 1. The diagram on the left shows a linearly increasing global emissions business-as-usual scenario
(grey curve) and a scenario that stabilizes global emissions at current levels (colored curve). Under the
latter scenario, the CO, concentration in the atmosphere would continue to grow (middle diagram). So
would the global temperature (diagram on right). (Source: see footnote 5 in article.)
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